INTRODUCTION
As the century comes to a close, critical Latina/o theory has branched off from Critical Race Theory.' This article considers how this burgeoning body of scholarship finds its roots in a long tradition of Chicana/o activism and scholarship, particularly the work of Chicana/o Studies professors. In the critical study of issues of particular significance to the greater Latina/o community, we owe an intellectual debt to the generations of scholarship focusing on Chicanalos in the United
States.
This praise might strike some knowledgeable observers as odd. Chicana/o Studies developed with an exclusive focus on the subordina- Thanks to Keith Aoki, Steve Bender, and Ibrahim Gassama for graciously inviting us to participate in the Western Teachers of Color conference. Thanks also to Frank Valdes and Sumi Cho for their encouragement. We are thankful to Professor Dennis Vald~s for allowing us to include his bibliography of Chicana/o history as an Appendix and offering comments on the article. Muchistmas gracias to Mary Romero and Guadalupe Luna, both who went above and beyond the call of duty to carefully read and review a rough draft of this article and offer many helpful comments and correct many errors.
1. For themes common to LatCrit Theory, see Francisco Valdes, Foreword -Poised at the Cusp: LatCrit Theory, Outsider Jurisprudence and Latina/o Self-Employment, 2 HARv. LATINO L. REV. 1, 52-59 (1997 REV. 177 (1996-97) ; Colloquium, Representing Latinalo Communities: Critical Race Theory and Practice, 9 LA RAZA L.J. 1 (1996) . national origin groups is beyond its scope. In contrast, LatCrit theory from its inception has attempted to focus on the commonalities of persons tracing their ancestry to Latin America. Despite Chicana/o Studies offers important lessons for LatCrit theorists scrutinizing the legal treatment of all Latina/os. Samora (University of Notre Dame), 6 and Quino Martfnez (Arizona State University).
In 1951, George Sanchez founded the American Council of Spanish-Speaking People, which filed civil rights lawsuits designed to halt discrimination against Mexican-Americans. 7 Sanchez served as of arguably, the most prominent self-help group of his generation, the League of United Latin American Citizens (LULAC). 8 LULAC was "middle class, accepted only U.S. citizens for membership, and tended towards assimilation." 9 Through a variety of means, Sanchez sought to induce the U.S. government to ensure the full civil rights of MexicanAmericans."° For example, he took the position that discrimination against Mexican-Americans would hurt U.S. foreign relations with Latin America." On the controversial topic of immigration, he argued that Mexican immigrants hurt Mexican-Americans by taking away their jobs and undermining their prospects for assimilating into mainstream society. 2 Today, many would criticize his positions, but at the time, these views reflected conventional Mexican-American attitudes about assimilation and immigration.
Like George Sanchez, Ernesto Galarza also dealt with the issue of immigration, but in the specific context of its impact on farmworkers.' 3 He argued that dominant society created negative stereotypes about undocumented workers that reinforced racism against Mexican-Americans.' 4 As part of his activism, Galarza established the National Farm Workers Union in the mid-1940s, which served as a precursor to the tive immigration laws and policies failed to help, and indeed adversely affected, the Mexican-American community. 2 For example, the U.S. government in 1954 embarked on "Operation Wetback" and deported many long-time U.S. residents, breaking up Mexican-American families, and resulting in U.S. citizens of Mexican ancestry leaving the country. 2 2 "The Mexican American community was affected because the campaign was aimed at only one racial group, which meant that the burden of proving one's citizenship fell totally upon people of Mexican descent. Those unable to present such proof were arrested and returned to Mexico." ' 23 This experience caused Mexican-American scholar activists to reconsider their positions on immigration and assimilation. 24
B. The Chicano Movement of the 1960s
Providing powerful leadership, the post-World War II generation of scholar activists made important contributions to the advancement of Mexican-American civil rights. They set the stage for Chicano activists of the 1960s and 1970s. Building on previous generations of MexicanAmerican activism and inspired by the civil rights and anti-war movements, the farm worker movement in the west, and the efforts by Mexican-Americans to recover land in New Mexico, activism grew in the 1960s among politicized Mexican-American communities throughout the United States. 25 Chicana/o youths voiced concerns with racial discrimination, poor education, and the lack of equal opportunity. The Chicana/o student movement saw Mexican-Americans dramatically walk out of schools throughout the southwest. Activists constructed a new "Chicano" self-identity, which represented an effort to redefine themselves by their own standards. As LatCrit theorists would later put it, they sought to "name [their] own reality." 2 6 Political leader Corky Gonzales's epic poem "I Am Joaqufn" became the anthem for the Chicanalo The important work of other Chicana/o Studies scholars had activist ends. A renowned activist, Rodolfo Acufia developed new theoretical approaches for understanding the situation of Chicana/os and specifically argued that Chicana/os had been colonized by the United States in a way that parallels the colonization of third world countries. 37 In analyzing the intersection of race and class in Chicana/o subordination in the Southwest, Mario Barrera allowed Chicana/os to better understand the complexity of immigration law and the Mexican-American community. 38 He also offered a new political theory of Chicana/os in the United States. 3 9
Chicanas also have been instrumental in creating a body of Chicana Studies scholarship. For example, Roxanne Dunbar Ortiz studied the history of Chicana/o resistance to loss of land in New Mexico.
n° In revisiting Chicana/o history, Vicki Ruiz documented the important activist role that Chicanas played and how they defied the stereotype that women of Mexican ancestry are passive." Mary Romero studied the lives of Mexican-American women in the domestic service industry in the Southwest. 2 Most recently, Carla Trujillo has edited a book of scholarship on Chicana theory. 43 Besides political activism, the Chicana/o movement resulted in efforts to bring change through traditional means. Doe, 4 6 which protected the right of undocumented Mexican children to a public education. MALDEF also helped strike down California's Proposition 187, which stripped public benefits from undocumented immigrants. 47 In sum, Chicano movement leaders combined activism with scholarship in fighting for land rights, educational reform, language rights, and equality. As Chicana/o Studies began to define itself, it produced new scholar activists. Chicana/o Studies began to serve as the place where people could learn their history and become "active" within the community.
C. Latinalo Legal Scholars, Scholarship and Activism
Against this background of the Chicano movement, we encounter the Chicana/o law professors of the 1970s and early 1980s. As with the formation of Chicana/o Studies, student activists demanded for law schools to hire Latinalo law professors. 4 8 Among these first Chicana/o law professors are scholar activists, including but not limited to Leo Romero, 4 9 Cruz Reynoso, 5° and Richard Delgado. 5 " For example, an early article by Delgado and Vicky Palacios argued that Mexican-Americans should be recognized as a "class" for purposes of bringing civil rights actions. 52 (Such "class" actions are most effective in bringing about structural reform.) An article by Romero, Delgado and Reynoso identified problems that Chicana/o students face in studying law, especially the cultural conflict faced by them in law school. 53 As scholar activists, they made concrete suggestions to make legal education more 45. 412 U.S. 755 (1973 More importantly, LatCrit theory has generated powerful perspectives and analysis important for activists. For example, LatCrit theorists recognize that perhaps the key area for activists to focus on is cultural preservation and retention of language rights. 6 " There is a long history in this country of attempted forced assimilation, such as the infamous "Americanization" programs in the 1920s designed to teach Mexican- Activists must resist the English-only movement that represents an effort to use the law to force abandonment of the Spanish language. Similarly, activists must resist those who contend that the immigration should be restricted because Latina/os fail to assimilate. 6 6 Similarly, society often treats Latina/os as foreigners, 6 which contributes to the perception that they are racially and culturally different. Activists must combat this perception. Beyond this, LatCrit theorists have called us to recognize the importance of coalitions with other subordinated groups. 68 For example, Rachel Moran and Bill Piatt have urged African Americans and Latina/os to work together in order to preserve remedial programs like affirmative action. 69 Careful study of school desegregation efforts by LatCrit scholars also have benefited activists. 7 0 Activists should promote a multicultural approach in areas like education and immigration. If, as Nathan Glazer has proclaimed, "we are all multiculturalists now," ' it is time to work to realize that ideal.
LatCrit theorists also have noted that legal self-definition is important. For example, the Mexican-American's legal definition as "white," while superficially appealing, may actually serve to allow for continued oppression of Mexican-Americans and create barriers to coalitions with other non-Whites. 7 2 As Chicanismo recognized, activists understand the importance of group self-definition and challenge how white definitions of Chicanismo may reinforce subordination.
In pursuing social change, we must not forget that, as LatCrit theorists have emphasized, there are limits to the utility of litigation. Courts often exercise their discretion against Mexican-Americans. Even some deeply conservative Mexican-Americans, for the most part disowned by Chicana/o activists, are critical of how this society treats Mexican-Americans. Linda Chavez has expressed concern with the antiMexican undercurrent to the immigration debate in the 1990s. 7 9 Richard Rodriguez and Ruben Navarette are critical of how Mexican-Americans have been treated in the United States. 80 Latina/o legal scholarship has responded to the perceived need to study specific issues of particular relevance to Latina/os that have not been squarely addressed in the civil rights scholarship, including Critical Race Theory. To address these issues, LatCrit theorists must grapple with some difficult questions. In doing so, we should look to the teachings of our Chicana/o Studies predecessors.
A. The Need for a Distinctive Chicana/o Legal Scholarship
LatCrit scholars have begun to address internal issues, namely the deep diversity within the pan-Latino community. 81 Far from homogeneous, Latina/os are a "community of different communities." 82 There are differences among many Latina/os in terms of national origin, ancestry, language, skills, immigration status, class, skin color and physical appearance, "race" (as that term is traditionally used), and other characteristics. At the same time, there are many commonalities to the Latina/ o experience in this country, including discrimination, perpetual treatment as foreigners, and devaluation of culture and language. Latina/os thus face the difficult task of focusing on commonality while recognizing difference. 83 Though important to emphasize commonality to build community, each national origin sub-group of the Latina/o community must be afforded the space to critically study its specific history in the United States. For example, Mexican-Americans in the Southwest have a distinctly different experience in this country than other Latina/o groups, such as Cubans and Puerto Ricans. 84 exists between these groups. 86 The different experiences necessarily affect scholarly inquiry. Theory should encourage -or, at a minimum, should not discouragedistinctive scholarly inquiry into the histories and realities of subordination of Chicana/os. This study should not be considered as a threat to Latina/o unity but should be viewed as essential to a full understanding of racial subordination in the United States. One interesting aspect of implicit in Castro, supra note 60, which analyzes the potential for integrating Cubans into a larger Latina/o community in light of the specific historical experience of Cuban Americans.
85. See supra text accompanying notes 12, 13, 15, and 16. 86. See GUTiERREZ, supra note 2 (analyzing tensions among Mexican-Americans on issue of immigration). Some of the differences and tensions are explored in Kevin R. this development is that Chicana/o Studies has been consciously nationalistic in outlook. It has focused exclusively on the Chicana/o experience, not that of other Latina/o groups. Premised on inclusiveness, LatCrit theory, however, generally has considered issues common to the greater Latina/o community. The focus of Chicana/o Studies has produced fruitful scholarship, but may be limited in its ability to assist in the building of political coalitions among all Latina/os. LatCrit theory strives to build pan-Latina/o community. Ultimately, Chicana/o Studies and LatCrit theory may move in opposite directions -with Chicana/o Studies becoming more inclusive 9° and LatCrit theory allowing for focused inquiry when appropriate.
B. LatCrit Theory and Other Civil Rights Scholarship
One controversial question is how does Latina/o legal scholarship fit into other civil rights scholarship. Some have viewed LatCrit theory as a challenge to the traditional black-white binary view of civil rights in the United States. 91 This does not mean that various minority groups must engage in a race for the bottom to show that they suffered the most discrimination or that coalition-building is not possible. As Professor Angela Harris has outlined the argument, the African American experience in the United States, marked by the brutality of forced migration and chattel slavery, may well be exceptional to that of other groups. 92 Assuming this to be true, there remains room to analyze the Latina/o experience with discrimination in the United States. Indeed, the oppression of all racial groups --Asian Americans, Native Americans, and Latina/os, as well as African Americans --deserve study. The various groups have been oppressed in different, though often similar ways. These historical experiences all deserve serious scholarly attention. 1997) ("Clearly, we cannot rely on the dominant culture's notions of 'whiteness' or 'blackness' to assess racial identity among Latinos in the U.S. The binary thinking of race relations in this country is so ingrained in the dominant culture that it continues to shape what we see."). This approach to the study of racial subordination is not a novel idea on university campuses (though they have been subject to attack at various times). 94 Gates, and Cornel West have explored the place of African Americans in the modern United States. 6 Native American Studies scholars also have added to the race discourse. 9 7 Moreover, scholars in these disciplines generally have engaged in respectful dialogue about the intricacies of racial subordination. Realizing the need for separate investigation of the experiences of different racial groups, these scholars recognized commonality while respecting difference.
A multifaceted approach is warranted by the need to look at the whole of racial discrimination and subordination. 98 The various forms of racial subordination in the United States are related. As philosophers put it, the "web of belief' requires a study of all these groups. 99 Consequently, LatCrit theory should not be seen as a challenge to Critical Race Theory ("CRT") but viewed as building on its achievements while suggested that whites might surrender all African Americans to "space traders" for world peace, and concluded that comparable actions hade been taken in this nation's history by the U.S. government against Asians, Mexican-Americans, and Native Americans. Go?, 76 OR. L. REV. 347, 358-69 (1997 
C. The Need to Look to Chicana/o Studies Scholarship
In analyzing issues of particular importance to the Latina/o community, we should learn from the rich body of Chicana/o Studies scholarship. It is presumptuous of legal scholars to believe that we are the first to consider the issues of particular importance to Latina/os. The well- 7 The latest generation includes too many prominent Chicana/o scholars to name. None of this is meant to suggest that we should limit our scrutiny to Chicana/o studies scholarship. A body of Chicana/o history, sociology, and other social science warrants our consideration.
To offer a concrete example of the wealth of literature for exploration by Chicana/o legal scholars, we include as an appendix to this article a bibliography of Chicana/o history compiled by Dennis Vald6z, a Chicano Studies Professor at the University of Minnesota. 0 8 This bibliography offers a sample of the rich body of literature available to those interested in serious study of Chicana/os in the United States. Put simply, Latina/o legal scholars should learn from and build upon this rich body of scholarship. In analyzing these difficult issues of race and class in the United States, we should build on the generations of thought, rather than ignore them. Moreover, with legal training, law professors have what economists might call a "comparative advantage" in analyzing legal history. Legal skills prove invaluable in analyzing the history and development of law and how it has been used to subordinate Latina/ os. Historian Richard Griswold Del Castillo wrote a fine book analyzing the court decisions dealing with the enforcement (or lack thereof) of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. °9 Law professors have much to add to his study. The dispossession of Chicanos from the land was done through a variety of legal (and illegal) mechanisms. Though some of this work has been done," 0 much remains. Similarly, important work has been done in recent years analyzing desegregation efforts in the public schools involving Mexican-Americans." ' desegregation litigation gain much from a lawyer's eye.
Immigration is another area in which legal skills allow for critical analysis. The U.S. immigration laws are incredibly complex, with many discriminatory impacts obscured by technical detail. In addition, enforcement of the laws often is discriminatory, even if the letter of the law is not. This suggests that work with others trained in other academic fields might help, as they have, in analyzing how the law on the books differs from the law in practice." 2 While Latina/o law professors may apply legal training to the analysis of Chicana/o history, we must take care not to overlook broader political and social meanings of the events that Chicana/o Studies activists have identified. For example, while adding to the insights of Chicana/o historians about the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo ("the Treaty"), 13 law professors should not be oblivious to the larger politically important aspects of the Treaty. 4 The hope symbolized by the Treaty mobilized a generation of Chicanalos to move for social change. It allowed activists like Reies L6pez Tijerina to rally New Mexicans to organize a potent political force. The Treaty has been a centerpiece of Chicana/o Studies on university campuses across the nation, one of the semi-permanent sites of focus on issues of importance to Chicana/os. It would be short-sighted for formalistic lawyers to focus on technicalities of the law and miss the broader political-social impacts of the that comprise the umbrella Latina/o community. In addition, the ability of Chicana/o Studies to co-exist with other allied disciplines analyzing issues of race, including African American Studies, Asian American Studies, Ethnic Studies and Native American Studies, suggests that it is not inconsistent for different groups with similar goals to explore the specific intricacies of their histories. Only through the study of the history of each minority group will we be able to understand the whole of racial subordination in the United States.
A similar analysis applies to LatCrit theory. Critical Race Theory and LatCrit theory can work together to study the intricacies of racial oppression. Moreover, in analyzing the place of Latina/os in the United States, we must understand that not all Latina/os are created equal. Different Latina/o national origin groups have had different experiences. To fully understand the whole, we must look at the various parts. Consequently, the Mexican, Cuban, Puerto Rican, and other experiences must be dissected and analyzed individually. Only then will we have a fuller understanding of Latina/o subordination in this country. 
